The anti-graft agency came into existence only a few years after Nigeria became a democracy in 1999. Its first Chief, Nuhu Ribadu, claimed that Nigeria lost more than $380 billion to graft between 1960 and 1999 (Eme 2010. The nation's political class reigned with impunity until the agency's creation. Under him, the agency arrested powerful state governors and earned media praise. However, the agency under Ribadu trampled on suspects' rights while avoiding targeting allies of then President Olusegun Obasanjo. The Commission has only garnered four convictions against Nigeria's political elites since its creation in 2004, with those found guilty facing little on prison time. Waziri took over the Commission in 2008 and has been criticised by the United States of America diplomats for being unprepared and for apparently being controlled by politicians. Others have leveled corruption allegations against her and operatives of the commission, though none has been proven There is no telling the fact the wait is still or on, close to a decade after. Instead of corruption abating it is increasing. Sadly, though with a clearly equipped arsenal to achieve spelt out goals, the EFCC allowed the enemy virus, which has previously destroyed the fabrics of the polity to creep into it operations. Thus, instead of a steely approach towards fighting crimes, the agency became a clay-footed organ that hardly get anything done. Pioneer chairman, Nuhu Ribadu, has shown the direction of the body would go when, like an attack dog for Obasanjo, he began arresting enemies of the former President. Particularly, those not agreeable to his third term bid, anticlimaxing in the odious impeachment of state governors without the mandatory two-third majority required by the 1999 Constitution. Last November, his replacement, Farida Waziri, like Ribadu, was unceremoniously removed from office, for reasons observes believes could also not be different from the sins of her predecessor-, more excuses than effectiveness. The paper examines the many problems of the Commission as well as he challenges of anti-graft war in post April 2011 Nigeria as it concerns governor who lost in the elections.
the three men engaged in fraudulent activities and diversion of billions of naira belonging to the public while in office. Daniel is accused of misappropriating N58 billion, Alao Akala, N 25 Billion and Akwe Doma, N18 billion.
Understanding many Nigerians, especially those who believe the three former governors and many other\s who served until May 2011,literally turned the states the they governed into private fiefdoms, are dancing with joy that at last, nemesis is catching up with less than upright governors.
And while the trio are considered innocent until they are pronounced guilty by the courts, many see their arraignment as a refreshing development, foretelling a cleansing period.
But prescient Nigerians are not excited about the development. They see the present scenario as a charade orchestrated by the EFCC to convince Nigerians that the commission is actually working hard at fulfilling its role of ridding the country of financial crimes, especially in governance. And who can blame them for their pessimism? A brief look at past instances where the commission arraigned former governors and top government officials accused of monumental fraud hardly gives Nigerians cause for optimism that justice would be done this time around.
On 13 July 2007, the EFCC slammed a 107 count change of money laundering and mismanagement over N5 billion belonging to the Abia State government against Mr. Orji Uzor Kalu.
Kalu, who was governor of the state from 1999 till May 2007, was alleged to have diverted sizeable chunks of embezzled funds to Slok Nigeria Limited, a company owned by him. A particular striking claim by the EFCC was that Kalu transferred N887 million to Slok's account in one day. Four years down the line, however, the case against Kalu seems to have petered out [Eme, 2011] . A particularly interesting, case was that of Rev Jolly Tanko Nyame, former governor of Taraba State, who was arraigned by the anti graft agency on a 41count charges of stealing over N5.5.
Billion of the states fund. So scared was Nyame when he was placed in EFCC custody that blurted out his readiness to refund his loot if such action would let him off the hook [Eme, 2011] But the bulk of blame should go to the persecuting body, the EFCC on many occasions, in its bid to win public acclaim; it rushes to arraign suspects in court without thorough investigation.
Unfortunately, this appears to be the case with the three ex-governors currently on its custody.
Already, skeptics are entering the commission's explanation that the cases against the governors emanated from petitions written against them, to be a subtitle way of exculpating itself from blame should it fail to secure a conviction. So why should EFCC base its case on mere petitions, in some cases written by equally corrupt officials rather than its operatives conducting thorough The essence of this paper is to examine the role of EFCC in the prosecution of politically exposed politicians in post-2011 Nigeria using the case of governors who lost in April 2011
elections.
CLARIFICATION OF CONCEPTS POLITICALLY EXPOSED PERSONS
There is no internationally agreed-upon definition of politically exposed persons. As a result, understanding who these "customers" are and how far the definition of PEPs should stretch is a difficult and politically sensitive topic (UNDOC and World Bank, 2007:25 
Theoretical Perspective
The theoretical foundation of this article is based on the integrated social control theory.
Corruption from this perspective is seen as a frequent phenomenon with different degrees, within virtually every country on the planet. The widespread and pervasive nature of corruption is such that demands an integrated approach, given the fact that , it can only be effectively addressed by using strategies that are comprehensive in nature and successfully integrate reforms with one another and in the broader context of each country's social, legal, political and economic structures. At the international level, it is also understood that many transnational aspects of corruption exist that cannot be effectively dealt with by countries acting alone and will instead require measures developed and implemented by the global community as a whole. As a result, the approach being taken by the Centre for International Crime Prevention now includes not only programmes to assist individual countries, upon request, but also the development of a comprehensive international legal instrument against corruption, which is intended to bring about a high degree of global II. A strong civil society: Generally this includes both the ability to obtain and assess information about areas susceptible to corruption (transparency) and the opportunity to exert influence against corruption where it is found through social control mechanisms. This includes forums such as free communications media, which, in detecting and publicly identifying corruption, create political pressures against it; public budget hearings; civil society control boards; public regulation commissions; and judicial monitoring systems. Such mechanisms are designed to monitor the provision of public services while also assessing the problem of corruption, assisting in developing countermeasures and providing objective assessments of whether such measures are effective or not;
III. The rule of law: The fear of the abuse of power is so great that the locus of power had to be separated among the executive, legislature the judiciary with detailed mandates to check the excesses of each other. This is seen to reduce overall power and ultimately check abuse. It is also in this vein that Dicey (1980 Dicey ( :2002 defines the rule of law to mean: The absolute supremacy or predominance of regular law as opposed to the influence of arbitrary power and excludes the existence of arbitrariness, or prerogative or even wide discretionary authority on the party or government. In support of Dicey's thesis, Sagay (1996) and Enemouo (1999) posit that the rule of law as a principle seeks to curb the excesses of the political authority who are custodians of power ensuring that they exercise this power within the ambit of the laws of the land and not to their whims and caprices.In his treatise, Dicey IV. The Principle of Impartiality: This principle states that no person should be subjected to arbitrary laws. It argues that anybody accused of wrong doing in the society should first be brought to fair trial in a court of law, before being punished if he is found guilty. The principle of equality before the law implies that any person in the society regardless of his social position should be accorded equal treatment under a given law.. This principle simply means that all men should be considered equal before the law. As with many of the controls on corruption, independent courts, accountable legislatures, transparent prosecutorial capacity and an effective police force are all necessary but not sufficient conditions alone to enhance the rule of law. In such an environment, laws can be enacted and enforced ensuring the translation of social preferences into public policies addressing the public and not just the private interests of the powerful and wealthy. This is true for both criminal law safeguards on corruption and for civil proceedings, which are often used to seek financial redress in corruption cases; Specifically, the Centre for International Crime Prevention, through its Global Programme against Corruption, facilitates and assists client countries in their attempts to build integrity in order to fight corruption. In fostering collaborative efforts among all stakeholders in a given society, the Global Programme against Corruption helps to determine the shared goals and purpose of government, public and private sectors using national and local integrity workshops. Those goals are identified through a variety of instruments, discussed below, which include comprehensive assessments of corruption, national integrity system workshops, national and local integrity strategies and anticorruption action plans addressing preventive, institutional development, awareness raising and enforcement measures. Each of those instruments is predicated upon broad based participation both to maximize the local "ownership" and to increase the objectivity and relevance of the reform.
It is therefore essential for any anti-corruption strategy to balance awareness rising with enforcement. The message to the public must be that the misuse of public power for private gain is providing protective measures for witnesses and whistle-blowers, and providing independent audit and investigative bodies supported by sufficient human and financial resources. (Langseth,2000b) From both historical and current occurrences of corruption it is evident that it is a problem of a fundamental type to economic as well as political institutions. Thus, viewing corruption as 'the sale by government officials of government property for personal gain' and particularly where 'they charge personally for goods that the state officially owns' such as the rights to certain activities regulated by the state, or physical property (Tullock, 1989:599) . The destructive potential of corruption is now recognised as 'corruption has two major defects. The first of these is that many government activities are desirable; hence, permitting bribes to get rid of them is undesirable. The second problem is once corruption becomes established in a government; laws may be enacted for the specific purpose of maximizing the bribes available for permitting people to avoid them.' (Tullock, 1989, p.659) Placed in the very "fiscal sociology" of state building, people are self-interested individuals in terms of using the institutions of government to promote private ends. People both in the political marketplace and in the economic market act in the same way, and does not change when they move from the marketplace into the political arena, as in both realms they seek to use existing institutions in their own best interests (Buchanan, 1968) . Thus social cost of the interest maximizing utility politician (McKean, 1968) , has led to a vertical -horizontal accountability approach to anti-corruption, as means by which different agencies of government hold other governmental (and political) actors answerable to the law and the public interest.
The emergent strategy of Politically Exposed Persons (PEPs) 'vertical -horizontal accountability mechanism through which different agencies of government hold other governmental (and political) actors answerable to the law and the public interest, and citizens, from below, hold their government officials answerable for their conduct' ( Diamond, 2004: 227 Viewed from this angle, Politically Exposed Persons (PEPs) is an aspect of external accountability, by which international actors use their influence and leverage to make states answerable for the quality of their governance and to press or induce them to adopt institutional reforms (implementing or straightening horizontal and vertical accountability) to improve governance which is sine qua non to development.
Politically-exposed Persons and EFCC in Post April 2011 Election: An Analysis
A Good number of Nigerians TELL interviewed recently would not take the job of Farida
Waziri, former Chairperson of the Economic and Financial Crimes Commission, EFCC, if President
Goodluck Jonathan offered it to them. This came as a shock in a week that the lawyer and retired assistant inspector general of police was the most visible government personality in the news as she arraigned three former governors in court on corruption ch arges and had one other on the leash. To these cynics, it was all a charade to deceive the public and international community that the Nigerian government is fighting corruption and they would soon be free to enjoy their loot, like their predecessors who had been on trial since 2007 without any judicial progress on their cases.
Waziri and her EFCC could be likened to the provided fowl, which says that her shouting is not for its captor to free it but for the world to hear its voice. Under this construct, it is believed by many that the Commission can only have its say but the government will eventually have its way on who gets convicted or not.
In other climes, EFCC could be said to have a solid case against many former governors. As at last October, the investigation against Gbenga Daniel, Ogun; Alao Akala, Oyo, Akwe Doma, Nasarawa; and Danjuma Goje, Gombe had been concluded and the anti-graft agency was ready to prosecute their cases. While Daniel and Akala Were arraigned recently in Abeokuta and Ibadan respectively, where they were, till May 29 lords of the manor, Goje and Doma, had theirs a week after. If all things remain constant, as mathematicians say, more former governors will soon have their days in court. But whether anything will come out of it is another issue entirely.
The charges against the suspects appear weighty indeed. If proved, they would further confirm that the pen is mightier than the sword, because the ex-governors would have used their biros to achieve a feat no armed robber in Nigerian could have boasted of with a gun. Daniel is Though it has been severally denied by the Presidency, it is highly suspected that he cut a sweetheart deal with governors across the geo-political zones to throw the anticorruption fight away in exchange for their support.
Instead of jigging up the anti-corruption war after the election, the federal government, using the ministry of justice, appeared to the stalling the crusade to appease the polticial class. Mohammed
Adoke, attorney-general and minister of justice, issued guidelines for the conduct of EFCC, effectively subordinating the commission to the ministry, which is supposed to be independent of the political whims and caprices of government. The implication is that only the enemies of government get tried and possibly convicted. For EFCC to prosecute any case currently, the AG must endorse the file. Furthermore, he has the power to take over any case he has interest in. This has eroded the confidence that Jonathan is a change agent as the appeared more as a man fighting to secure his office than a crusader. Adoke has so far exercised his power by withdrawing three case files from EFCC. Those cases concerns politicians and friends of government.
An example is the Vincent Ogbulafor case. When Ogbulafor, a former chairman of the People Democratic Party. PDP, was hounded out of power by Jonathan on the allegation of corruption when he was a Minster, many people thought the President had a zero tolerance for corruption. However, subsequent events soon dampened this expectation. As soon as Ogbulafor accepted the inevitable and resigned for a new chairman amendable to Jonathan's presidential bid, the corruption case against him petered out. Subsequent events also showed that Ogbulafor committed political suicide by innocently saying the north would complete. Umar Yar' Adua's tenure till 2015, after which it would be the turn of the Igbo. To get rid of him, a corruption case against him, which had been lying fallow since 2003, was revisited with a lot of urgency.
Alarm began to ring in the hearts of some PDP stalwarts when Haliru Mohammed stayed on as PDP deputy national chairman. It was assumed he would be made to resign like Ogbulafor as too had allegations of corruption him. As he was useful to the government and has the right connection at the ministry of justice, his name was withdrawn for alleged lack of evidence. When he was made minister of defence, it defined the philosophy of the Jonathan administration towards integrity in public office. Though Mohammed had not been convinced by any court, the feeling was that a government more sensitive about public perception would have eased him out of office, giving the indictment of the international components of the bribery scandal.
The At the recently concluded Nigeria investment Summit and Exhibition in New York Jonathan told international investors that EFCC has done excellently well in the discharge of its mandate and still breaking new grounds in cleaning the Augean stables and make the system conducive for local and foreign investments to thrive. "core investors can rest assured that their investments are safe in Nigeria and fraudsters pose no threat again because the EFCC has almost eradicated the problem of advance fee fraud in our country… A lot of people are impatient over some of these case in court but not many of them understand that these things take time and that when EFCC files charges in court, it has done its bit and more than 50 percent is in the hand of the judiciary [Eme and Oko,2011:55] With We believe that at the end of the day the truth will prevail, stated Adegbenro Adebanjo, his former chief press secretary last Octobert [Agbo and Imasunu,2011:47] .
Another case in point is that of Ikedi Ohakim of Imo State Despite the loads of corruption allegation against him, it is feared that Waziri may never go after him or if she does, will let him get away slightly. Smart Ohakim is alleged to have planned ahead of the rainy day and is now reaping the dividends.
This still makes the all important anti-corruption war a family affair. If you are found in the wrong affection of government you put on trial for your sins. If you behave yourself, the charges against you just fade away through perpetual adjournment. It government is really serous about ending corruption.
REVAMPING THE WAR AGAINST GRAFT
While the debate has been laid to rest as to if President Goodluck Jonathan conformed with the extent law in relieving Mrs. Farida Waziri of her duty as chairman of the Economic and Financial Crimes Commissions, there can be no doubt that it was a popular decision. For, as far as most Nigerians and critical stakeholders in the international community were concerned, EFCC under Mrs. Waziri appeared either weak or too heavily compromised to effectively fight corruption.
The consensus today therefore is that the president made the right call.
As far back as 2009, while on a visit to Nigeria, United States Secretary of State, Mrs. Hilary Clinton, had echoed the sentiment of most Nigerians at a town hall meeting in Abuja; She wants to see the reinstatement of a vigorous corruption commission. The EFCC which was doing well has kind of fallen off in the last one year. She posited that she will like to see it come back to business to be able to partner with the United States.
While we endorse Mrs. Waziri's removal, we must nonetheless deplore the manner in which it was done. We believe that courtesy demanded that she ought to have been properly informed rather than hear it from the media as was the case. That notwithstanding, with her ouster, the war against graft should be reinvigorated. Mr. Ibrahim Lamorde, the foundation EFCC Director of
Operations, who had also been acting chairman in the past, has again been appointed to act pending Senate Confirmation. We view his appointment as the right decision and ask that his confirmation process be sorted out quickly.
The first task before Mr. Lamorde is to restore EFCC' credibility and correct some of the lapses that have in recent years caused many people to lose faith in the Commission. In a recent This Day Editorial, it pointed out that rather than fight corruption EFCC has become notorious for planting salacious stories in the media against certain political office holders it either has no credible evidence to successfully prosecute or unwilling to bring to justice. All that the EFCC has been doing over the years is to periodically entertain the corruption without securing any serious conviction, we wrote. We also admonished that rather than resort to media trials, what Nigerians expected of EFCC was to ensure that those who fleeced the country and its people of their resources should their day in court and be made to pay for their infractions.
Now that Lamorde is back is helmsman EFCC, it is hoped that the commission will go back to its original ideals and begin go seriously combat corruption. While not making excuses for our judiciary which has its own serious challenges, the EFCC cannot be exculpated from the tardiness and utter disregard for due process that characterized its inability to secure conviction of high profile suspects as most of their futile attempts resulted from poor preparations and presentation of cases for reason of incompetence or deliberate attempts to scuttle trials.
The EFCC must also review its plea-bargain option that is now very much tainted.
Ordinarily, we have no problem with restitution for crimes committed and it is cost effective if those who loot the treasury are ready to part with their stolen wealth for a lighter punishment. But such offenders must also be commensurate with the crime, not a slap on the wrist. Against the background that the Federal government alone accounts for 52 percent of the allocation from the federation account, in contrast to 35 percent allocated to the 36 states, the EFCCs disproportionate interest in governors without beaming its searchlight on federal institutions creates the impression that the commission is an instrument of blackmail by the presidency against the states. This perception has to change.
Furthermore, the National Assembly should start the amendment of the EFCC and ICPC Acts to strengthen the agencies to independently fight corruption. It makes a mockery of the Acts establishing the commission to watch Waziri carry files to the justice ministry for Adoke to vet.
Finally, government should lobby the National Assembly to establish a Special Court to try corruption cases and reducing the effects of massive corruption in the judiciary
Conclusion

The advent of Economic and Financial Crimes Commission (EFCC) in 2004 was
accompanied by the rolling out of the drums. In virtually all corners of the Nigeria landscape, the loud din from those trumpeting the arrival of the body and the attendant benefit therein could be heard. Here comes the much-awaited salvation of the populace of the country have been yearning for. The ulution, naturally, not far fetched. What with the havoc corruption had wreaked in the country and the grounds well of a opinion that any blow on the phenomenon would not only introduce a new paradigm in the polity, but destroy the monster, which had destroyed all the attempts the country had been making to join the rest of the progressive world. Thereafter, many had settled down to watch the expected requiem sung on official corruption, as captured in the mindless looting of the public fund by public official. They had waited for the epoch those they believe or suspect to be behind these crimes would stand, head bowed in law court, from where they are suppose to enter the Black Maria for that symbolic ride to jail. There is no telling the fact the wait is still or on, close to a decade after. Instead of corruption abating it is increasing. Sadly, though with a clearly equipped arsenal to achieve spelt out goals, the EFCC allowed the enemy virus, which has previously destroyed the fabrics of the polity to creep into it operations. Thus, instead of a steely approach towards fighting crimes, the agency became a clay-footed organ that hardly get anything done. Pioneer chairman, Nuhu Ribadu, has shown the direction of the body would go when, like an attack dog for Obasanjo, he began arresting enemies of the former President. Particularly, those not agreeable to his third term bid, anti-climaxing in the odious impeachment of state governors without the mandatory two-third majority required by the 1999 Constitution. Last November, his replacement, Farida Waziri, like Ribadu, was unceremoniously removed from office, for reasons observes believes could also not be different from the sins of her predecessor-, more excuses than effectiveness.
Only when those responsible for the sustained impoverishment of a rich nation like Nigeria start paying through a quick conviction and appropriate long sentences will the global community believe that the nation is serious about the anti corruption war. For now, it is so easy to see through the comedy of arraignment and cameo trials. We therefore call on Mr. Lamorde to do everything within his power to restore the integrity of the EFCC and quickly regain the confidence of both Nigerians and the international community.
